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Orders and Notifications Issued by Central Authorities ('other than Administrations of Union 
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HTTW ffilfafa snJV 

nf fafaY, h t. 7 ^. 1993 

tit tt 6 i — fsist^r mrfar tt ttupth A im £ f^r fa% tfr irrfar «P r *r>TT ( 2 ) if n*n fafnftsi 'TfH’T sw ffajrT Tpn % ti 
% P^rr fa tnrvr ( 2 ) Sr faftffar ftsi-jR *T fw ft, t^ivt ( 4 ) it -?jfa Jim ftfafoi fafa»pT '’Tr^irraT sp-t-t: Tm-iff, tffa 
sftfaftro wfsfim, 1 *»? 1 =r»rr s^ttt rpr fawr srn -trifim ’rrfaY % f s) Sr»r«n rfai PrcfarT =q-Trf tt ’Yer nftnr 
srrt ir nwi 7 st 1 


wV isa uvuftiif ?r >ttw t^itt fv Tfa t 7 vfY tit wwm % far/ jtt ttt ^tf rrm *n<m ^rjfr forr t sftr f^vfarr 

srr^rn ti ire warn ?> *nrr £ fa ??fa wttti fa 77 s?ri Tufar fr^r ®rr sftfamr ^ L 


mq or, fa<fair irfafa wfaifanr tfr <3PT 1 inr $7 tt^irw n fa% # »rrr«fr ^ «n*vi (4) *r fafafa 77 t/rfarfa <r‘r n*t? *S fafaY 

*TFT % IT fafa TO/■t’H TTTq- (to si) faffTT iTHT WTT fam fato? % ITT^T erf W fa 7 fait *T far} wfasr tf) JTTtor ?T fa 7 ! 
tfy TFTnrfH % fan fafafar fafto $'i 
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wr 


^«rr fan 

firrfTT dir 4\ qrr 4>vtt AA mr 

nft tn7«ff tt tot mV: nm 

firr^s r tt Tara, 

i a 


l 

5 

i. wrnw firarTtnrr t! fhu. 

i s 2-mwt'i'x farsR wr 

«fr sriftT , 

fit Are mtAt wrr Att At *Wt 

XT-ffmW-t 199 2 

firaArrdw I 

13,Am At, 
w«nrnr--ia, AWo t.tpt i 

TUT if WTTT 1 

2. -T^t- 


At firrnr ttAT, 

1 62 12 - 0 / 40 fim qw ttt? At 
("T nturrbr). T7w*rT-45, 
q. Att-t 1 

-Tift- 

3- -Tift- 

-mfr- 

*ft fire* ttttT. 

23 , Anftapr, qrfivfi At, 

TMTm-26, aNm sr^'T-i 

-tit- 

4 -T?'r- 

-T' r- 

Ar TqTPTi'T rerr, 

32/i ; t/ 2 rtr flirt wtt? Ar, 
qpTrmr- 14 .4 shirr 1 

-Tfr- 

5- 


’-ft TOFT are, 

A -1 s, TirtPr tptwt/T Ar, 

TFTTm- 37 , qrfrre rer* 1 

-T^t- 

6- -^t- 

-Tift- 

At At =tttt firm.. 

129 , A. Art At, 

rpTTi’fr- 14 , qfi>re flqm 1 

-Tft- 

7 , -mrt- 

-«G- 

At nq-. % -erff 3T Trer-t, 

26 , mm jtt At, 

TWTflT- 1 7, q-ffTF AlW I 

-w- 

». -*^t- 


At d-TTtfr (n't, 

'irAtfC An, A. <sr., jt, 

5. rimt ¥t¥fjT, Tfsmi 3 4 'Pmn 
tfoPT AriPT I 

— 


[* 76/T,i .-fir.*T./92 (TT)/4455] 

WT%JT ?r 
wAtt trAn, rrfsr-4 


ELECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
ORDER 


New Delhi, the 8th February, 1993 

O.N. 61—Whereas, the Election Commission is satisfied that each of the contesting candidates specified in 
column (4) of the Table below at the Bye-Election to West Bengal Legislative Assembly 1992. as-specified in 
column, (2) and held from the constituency specified in column (3) against his name has failed to lodge any 
account of his election expenses as shown in column (5) of the said Table, as required by the Representation 
of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules mad,, thereunder; 


And whereas, none of the said candidates has furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even 
after due notice, and the Election Commission is thus satisfied that he has no good reason or justification for the 
said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election Commission hereby declares the 
persons specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as and for being a member 
of cither House of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State/Union 
Territory for a period of three years from the date of this order, 
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»TP7TVTTrWW^iTr4'I3, 1993/T1W 22, 19H 


TABLE 

SI. Particulars of election S. Mo. & Name of Name & address of the Reason for disquali- 

No. the Constituency candidate fication 

1 2 . 3 " .. 4 ” 5 


ShriAshok Mukherjee. 

13, Boikuntha Ghosh Road, 
Calcutta-42, 

West Bengal, 

Shri Bikash Chatterjce, 

162A/40, Prince Anwar Shah Road, 
(Lake Gardens) 

Calcutta-45 
West Bengal, 

Shri Bimal Chakraborty 
23, Kalidas Atitundi Lane, 
Calcutta-26, 

West Bengal. 

Shri Jamunalnl Prosad 
32/H/2, Sir Sved Alim:-, 

Road, Calcutta-14 i 
West Bengal. 

Shri Kama! Mondai 
P-16, Pasupati. 

Bhattacharji Road, 

Calcutta-37. 

West Bengal. 

Shri Shesh Nath Mishra 
128, A.J.C., Bose Road, 

Calcutta-14. West Bengal. 

Shri S.K.,Atiur Rahman 
2f, Samsul Hu^'a Road, 

Calcutta-! 7, 

West Bengal. 

Shri SK. Kadar Ali 
Faridpur Para, 

P.O. Mutlickpur, 

P.S. Bat uipur. 

South, 24-Parganas, 

West Bengal. 


Failed to ledge any 
account of election 
expenses 

-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


-do- 


]No. 76/WB- LA/92 (Bye)/4455 ] 
By Order. 

ARCHNA ARORA. Sccy. 


1. Byc-Elcction to West 152-Ballygunge 

Bengal Legislative Assembly 

Assembly; 1992. Constituency 

2 i -do- -do- 


4. -do- -do- 


5 i 

-do- 

■C.o 

6. 

-do- 

-do' 

7. 

-do- 

-do- 

S. 

-do- 

-do- 


pf Mft, 17 199 3 

m.n S3.—M nfafaMt wfufrnnT, 1950 (I 950 ?rr 
43) arm 1.m wit 7 <twm ( 1) jnr sm srfauh =ft mint 
Mf jn, »rrr?r MM ufanr Mft mjfa -0315041 rmr M 

sft trmfTT % 'ruVr h * 4 t if ir. 4 tjto srri.rr ^ , rrrg'Pt 

4Vr nfV-3 (tjfrr sfn nmtr) <fr w-w<f =fr MM irffrpm 
<tr rn h, Mfr Mum uipn Mr t 3 urM haftr wM rrMrr 
50 % am rnM nmrTft 1 

2 rff if it 4 m, fMf rrep-rr muMt mnf M v uM 
utft win; at Mft M i >rtwA 4 r mi nW k m urm 


rott mtm T,r i 4 r ftp 3 M TTtm tr.nr Mr *r wh 
amr ^ «t 1 Mr worn *fr tt^tfr w ft utM i 

3 . ipw Ww uMM, Mil Tr=p3 Tnraiir ns^t 69 

f *1 i wi 555, df it if Mrc 4 r 99 Mw Mr ittiir 
fa v Mi rnfhr mrsrpff w f nsfm fatfr 4r smn 
3Tt 4tf MfM Mum M uj-m Mm, M“T3 iM fa -aMt 
■■rrm h MM unfra 4 uM firwT >r 'M ma 

% iifM ttfct fart ^Mr tfm fa wt am Mfa 
Imn pit £ 1 
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4 . nft At i \. (ft. At*TT At WiAtU V 'JU f'l%T RtpftUU 
$7 fauT fATt Ar ETTU <FT f >ri WfufTrU TTWr TtUT UP TU$T 
U7TWTUT WTU At sr TTT WTTU * (Jut wfaftTT TTUUpr 

ipr rTt At uiflur A w fuTtwu whirrCr, fc-Tt -qcftu 
mrsnAt ttttt wsr % ututt; A to utu ft*?, mj rruA T/rrAh 
At* ftnufr <mr m «fr wt urA sru At musuTTr utfr jtfft i 
TJrA UTUTtf tjuu fuuNn epfaTTAf A uu A 3uAf «ufr An 
tt 4 % uwtTflrs fTrrf?TKA 74 % ira Ar ufuuAr ut Arf TT+urf 
4 nrrfa»fr sftr irrftw AVr tjtu ?r j ft ^tr 777% fa<r:j wurRmTuu: 
•KTftTt At Tr TO^rffr 1 

[U. 1 54/froAt/93] 
ttut A, 
yur AftmT, ufa* 

New Delhi, the 17th February, 1993 

O.N. 62.—In exercise of the powers co'afeiTed by sub¬ 
section (1) of tection 13A of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1950 (43 of 1950), the Election Commission 
of India, in consultation with the Government of National 
Capital Tfcrritory of Delhi hereby nominates Shri T, T. 
Joseph, LAS, Commissioner and Secretary (Land & Build- 
ing/PWD), Govt, of National Capital Territory of Delhi, as 
the Chief {Sectoral Officer for National Capital Territory 


, 1993/PHALGUNA 22, 1914 [Part II—Sec. 3(iii)] 


of Delhi with effect from the date he takes over charge and 
until lurther orders. 

Z. Shri T. T. Joseph shall cease to hold a nd hand over 
forthwith the charge of all or any charges of work under 
the Government of National Capital Territoiy of Delhi 
which he may be holding before such assumption of office. 
No exceptions will be permitted. 

3. Shri Joseph while functioning ns the Chief Electoral 
Officer, National Capital Territory of Delhi Shall not be 
ordered to hold any additional charge whatsoever trader flic 
Government of National Capital Territory of Delhi, except 
that he .should be designated Secretary to the Government m- 
chnrge of Department under the Election Commission in the 
State Secretariat as decided by the Government of National 
C.ipitol Territory of Delhi. 

4. If Shri Joseph is entrusted with or Is made to hold 
any additional charge of any kind whatsoever, without the 
prior written approval of the Commission, tip shall stand 
removed automatically from the office of the Chief Electoral 
Officer. National Capital Territory of Delhi from the date 
of assumption of such additional charge as per this order 
and no separate orders will, or need to, issue. All and anv 
action taken by him thereafter in the so called discharge of 
his duties and functions as the Chief Electoral Officer shall be 
unauthorised and non-est and null and void and he shull 
render himself liable to disciplinary action. 

[No. 154/DL/931 
By Order, 

S. K. MENDIRATTA. Secy. 


•tf ftRtp S 'Trjfd'p ] 99 ;J 

err w 6 3 —-fewf’m strum tt nunn-t bt uut ^ fr dry Ar umft t f'trtj ( 2 ) A a* uvr fpfufc'.p famr TrnrA fumT tut t 
tu f’tuN'i 1992 T fTr At ruro (3) A Mutter frr^T’-ftr Aw A ijerr r), T, t r 'fl (4) A uwAutuu fAfAFte fuutuu spuA srmuwT 
TrnrAf, Tit ufMAfAtu ttfnfAuu io?i uur ur-tu *npm up furpup gpw uur AtfAu tjuu rnrAt A punr ( 5 ) it met gfottr stTt fAutTu 
*uAr Tr Art Trforo ttA hr ttuttt m %, 

sir. UTT n»«f«tuf A 5 Tttr'K PfUrr fan TJPPT Tt 4) TUT RUTTh T farr q- At Art TCEU STTUt rpufrurmi ,,'r ajut k 3tVr Ttrifr 

jret trttftu <rr up trurom n't ufft % f?r tut utt sti w-tiTUT t Ppn <npt r; t Truer ur mruTfr^u tTX) 

err , era fawrr'r ururu ttt srftrfuuu Tr sper t ot t u eh * uj rr At UTuefr T ( 4) it fufufTT At utt t fTuT 

*ft hih % up frrft »ijii/rtu ur ut vtn At firsTR tut srr funru' Tfutr? t utt^u -47 sttt utr stt A fT 1 tu cpptut At yt’t'r w ^ 

At TTwTrfij A fan furfur utfuw trorr k 1 

rtTuett 


Tf 3 T fAutwr TT fAurut 

#WT 

fuArrrr th Ar WTr uwtt aftu utt 

fU 4 tWT wAt TtT Wiuut TT THT 

'AuTtt 

furfur tt TrTu 

1 . finjTT Pnjpr uvrr A fuE<. 

301 tuto (er rjr.-srrfdj 

^lt EliTTTfuS U"n, 

fn«ruu *uut Tr tt? Ar T*r 

STfreNffT, 1992 1 


uru farrnftj, T. Arrtr, 
f Atrr urAt, fTjF 1 

utDru ip wutu i 

2 . . -Jn[t-. . . 

-T*'t- * 

sr^rrpr T v r^ - , 
vtv 'rfffwritz, r^, 
fsJTHt f^l^l ^ | 

-uft- 

3 . -ujft- 

-rAt- 

>dt uuN, 

snf,ft.At. TrAiwt, At. TTAtf, 
Dm ^<35, %p-1 

-m- 

4 -it- 


At TOT UPU IjTJTr, 
utw Tut, sriur tuit, 

Dm TtTt, fuiJTT 1 


?. -u^r- 


Ar KUPU fAAtr rj'JTT, 

UUTUUt. UUTX, 

f>Tt rrAt, | 

-T5I- 


I' 1 . 7H/fJjnr-fa.*T /y 3 / 4979 ] 

«TCUT if , 

TfUT rtner, Ttfw»r 
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[tn*r II-^i 3 (fit)] 

ORDER 

New Delhi, the 8th February, 1953 

O.N. 63,—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that each of iNc contesting candidates* specified in column 
(4) of the Tabic below at the Bye-Election to the Bihar 
Legislative Assembly, 1992 as specified in column (2) held 
from the constituency specified in column (3) against hto 
name has failed to lodge an account of his election ex¬ 
penses as required by the Representation of the people Act, 
1931 and the Rules made thereunder as shown in column 
(3) of the said table; 


And. whereas, the said candidates have not furnished any 
reason or explanation for the said failure even after due 
notice and the Election Commission its thus satisfied that 
they have no good reason or justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declares Ihc persons 
specified in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified 
for being chosen as, and for being, a member of either 
House of the Parliament or of tb* Legislative Assembly of 
a State/Union Territory or Legislative Council of a State 
lor a period of 3 years from the date of this order ; — 


- TABLE 

SI. Particulars of election Number and Name Name and Address Reason for disqualifica- 


No. 

of Constituency 


tion. 


- . _ — 

- -- — - - -- 

— —.. 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

__ ... ____ _ 

... _ _ _ 

— .. - - 

. — — .- - 

1. Byc-election to Bihar 
Legislative Assembly, 1992 

301-Tamar (ST) 

Sh. Dhananjay Singh, 

Munda, 

Vill.—Sirka Dceh, 

P.O.—Cocha, 

Distt.—Ranchi. 

Bihar. 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 

2 . -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Belrarn Oraon, 

Vill.—Bhokuba Dceh, 

P.O.—Buntu, 

Distt.—Ranchi. 

Bihar. 

-do- 

3. - do- 

-do- 

Sh. Bhupal, 
l.T.C. Colony, 

Post—Barcdeeh, 

Distt.—-Sin ghbhum, 

Bihar, 

-do- 

4. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shambhu Nath Munda, 
Vill.—Lungtoo, 

P. S Tamar 

Distt.—Ranchi, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

5. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shyam Kishorc Munda, 
Vill. & P.O.—Tamar, 

Distt.—Ranchi, 

Bihar. 

-do- 


INo. 76/BR-LA/93/4679] 
By order, 

ARCHNA A.RORA, Secy. 


Tf fafiirb 8 <*T<rfr, 199 3 

6 -i ~f4rNrr wt4tt tt uatur ijt mrr § far 4t tf- 4) 4 "r«y ( 2 ) 4 wr frfhfV-r furxR fiwtT ttt v 
iy01 % firtr sfr "mTJTThT fAn ( 3 ) if fabrftR Frartvr w* 4 jut ( 4 ) h ?iy4 firfafTR farfspr *tt 4 intpff, 

Art; afufafstw wNhunr, 1951 mrr sum tyn frprrf jtrr ttt xrtfiry ttt qyRfr 4 t-=r«t (s) 4 tut tciit wt 4 ®q4f <*r 

4ny ^nftr^r tt 4 4 wt=t m % 

siVt -jtt jj-iirfarr'y 4 tott tatt f-trr ur4 qr *fy -jtt urrf.TTT 4 fan T 4t a;ri Tyv*r q«wr rrorTruy %\ f»jjrr x 4V *py; 
fipTWr TTtfPT my tRrytrraiT yfr mn £ Pc -jt% tut ttt uwttt % Pm. t4£ tttvt tt un4tfr«r % 
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*m: »rar IrrWr wtftR ijrw 

RfirfaRR ft um 

i w f sr^Rtr R 41% ft ffrrofr f rt«t ( 4 ) 

r ArfWr^: arftRfr ft rrt f 

fatfr' ^ rtr f wt faff nsR/wr 
ft TFfTRft f fr" farf^T ftfaR 

tttr fs» fr fnm 

■ rri fwziw ihi f rstt =jR wrA ?A t sir 

f ppr WRR ft Rifw RRtRTR 

tt o f'i ‘tt far™* 

4 T W.tS.W 

ttp- rtr fariT? *ri=f Rr*r n^vf'tn jttr vh 1=77 

R7T aRT^i 

1 fa^T? (iBRWt "tlfT" 
liRfaflPPT 1 B f> 1 1 

.i-fwrr 

wiyt ftfut, 

'rw-ifr.-Tf? -IV m. ft m^p- 
«JTTr—-fsrTTTT/ 
fuRT-t . -rtrito ftKT T 1 

fRBTRR WWf Wl ft? Rt WIT 
wftpf rff 4 mrww i 

2 . -wft- 

-Rft- 

j#t fjT^rt, 

RTRRfr -ft «P f^rtiny 

flRT-T.-WRTRRT 

far^TT 1 

-Tift- 

■j. -Rtft- 

-wft- 

cnr-tr-fr. tft.f. fsrfirrjT, 
•rHT-fsmtjr, ftnrr w . -wPtrvn, 

f^TRTT 1 

-wft- 

4 . -frtfr- 

-wit- 

iff =3?7T rrr, 

RTR-RTVf^RT ir. -W’^Wftprt, 

q- -^jzqqmr, ftrfT T 1 

-wit- 

r -«mr- 

-wit- 

*ft TOTfRT 7TR, 

iTRtft -RRTTRTT 7 "TRT-RfnjT, 

W . -WVtpwt, ftWTT 1 

-wit - 

6 - 

-wtft- 

“ft rftf: ftpit, 

rtrr ft.-ft.fr. farwjr, 

q-pTr-farifir^Xt, T. -RRIUR. ftw 5 1 

-wit- 

7 -Rift- 

-wit- 

j 4t ftw tor fta-ft, 
nTRW'fr.-ft.^. fw^ T , 

<ft. -TORTR fwRTT 1 

-wit- 

s. -"nfr- 

-v^- 

ft gftfRRT, 

otRRfr -ft.%. ftwriTO/ 

T -WRTFHT, fagJ7 1 

-wit- 

0. -Wft- 

5-f*rm 

ft JtftytT?. 

RTR-fRffRRT 4t . -titr wmt, 

RTRT Rift R.-RJRT™ U%\ T 1 

-T|t- 

10. -Rift- 

i g-RTHTJ l R - wr.) 

ft Fa - -T -11 *-( q r?. —aift— 

UTR-RRpftST hW (RT. ) Rr.-RhtrftB, 
ftm wsrrsft, fairP' i 

ii- 

-wt- 

ft rdt f rtt wtttwtw, 
trrw-'wfw t, ft, -famiiWr 
ftrwr furpft, fw%t* i 

-wit- 

1 ’J- — Ti^f- 

5 2 —4hnr<4V 

ft top fR^. 

« Trr-Tn^TJrprnjft -<• <ft . -t^t nimR, 
fTPTT ^JTT 7 !!, Pttr 1 

-wit- 

1.1- 

-wi- 

Rftt R^=l‘l, 

WtW-WWW^t WWtWt ft.-R'J’T’’. 

ftnr tsipft f*r?R i 

-wit- 

1 4 . -wfr- 

-wit- 

4t R^ETW W^RR *T, 

RTR <r ft, -rjAMt, 
fjTRrtRirft, fat?T T i 

-wit- 

is. -Rft- 

-wtt- 

*4t Rjtrftr ttr, 

-wit- 


VtW-fmWWt fj7Tf4vTFft,f57TT I 





[*mrr .1 ( hi) V 


irm TT TTTIW ■ iTlfa 1 :T 19 0 3’’TT.-TO 2 2, 1914 

■1*5 

1 

'1 

3 

1 

5 

1 6 , 

fairr farm *r*n % fa" 

5 2 — 

'•ft T"PT TTPT TTT, 

nfaf flfan Tit tffr 


i=fq- ffaurSm 19 >> 1 


WRfaTTT Tf. -TR'TTT, 

ftrrTr-tmrft, fayp i 

Har -irfanr tc-t f trtr i 

17, 


-T^T- 

»4t tw simr irtt tttt, 

—Tilt— 




Tirr-wifaT7 ^ *rnr, 
firm fourtt, fanr i 


1 8 . 

-wft- 

-T^t- 

«ft TPfarr rrr, 

STT-irrot ire tt -TTfVriT ftTi T , 
fjprrjJ-fTT#, falTT 1 

-mfr- 

18. 

—«nfr— 

-%ir- 

tfr ?fafar tttt, 

nR-RTTf ft. -TTTTTTr 
fim-tirT'fr.fajrr i 

— 

2 0 . 

^r- 

57 -fifat 

«fr famTJR twit m-T, 

-T$t- 




«R+ft -TTHTi Tfa, 
ffaTr-jpmrmp-, faw i 


21 . 

-nft- 

—tnfi— 

f 4t f^TT r T fulfil 1 Tpj r 

-Tiff- 




Trnr-fiTTprr 'fr.-jRft, 
fspTT-jppm'p-, farm -1 


22 . 

-wfr- 

-*nfr- 

'•ft T^TR OTTTTR, 

SR+ft -VRSTT rfafaT, 
ftitp -1 

-T^r- 

23. 

-<r- 


'■ft TTTiffaM1*faM, 

CR-Rfhrr, ft. -«rrm orfr, 

TOI Tm 1 ST, 
fT'TT-«J3TTTn T , fa?T7 1 

-Tifr- 

24. 

-*o?r- 

-t?t- 

IRfl T TH, 

wfirTrt'rni,TpfwrTTriT ij, 
?>faTP.T,7, faSR 1 

-vft- 

2 4. 

-T*>- 

1 62 - 8 ';ixiKT 6 

«ft TfaT HTT, 

ClR-TUPT, ft. RRT, 

-t?t~ 




ffm-ftsTr, farr» i 


26 

-sr?'r- 

-rfr- 

*ft TTR Tfaft, 

WIl'l -farui, 
farrr-tfnrTr, fain -1 

-T|t- 

2 7. 

-rtr- 

-i®- 

sft *nt »5 tttt 

SR + ft . — 1 R$ 

ft?,PC 1 

-T?t- 

28 

-tv>- 

-Tijt- 

’ifr’fat srai TRf Wt 

~w- 




SR+ft. TTT?r 





flFTT xf, fV7T T 1 


29 . 


21 :t—'rpffar 

Tp faqr RTT 

-*t- 

30, 



«fr WT&JT fTTT TfJT 

WR + TL—fariTf 

1 RTT TT^faT 

TRT, ftfaR 1 

-jfat- 

31 

-nfr- 

—»TkY— 

?JI far! »FTT 

~W~ 

3 2. 


—TIT— 

R R7 lisp; t*TT 
.-TR+it—sfatn 





TRT, fafJR 1 


33. 

-Tifr- 

-Tir- 

*rt tt swrrcr 

GR+Tf¥t ww 

TT —WT'TTRFT 

9RT, ft?H 1 

—T^t— 
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0 

3 4. fanr fauFr irt c fan tt- 21 

3-qFfnnr 


ffarfa-T 4 tt fat fa 

Iww 1491 

ns. 


ipt— rt. —5rRnn*rFT 

*1 ie 1— +.»T. T-RT 

«fr 4RT OR HRR f*Tsf 

TOTt TfPj'T TTO 4 7TH7 1 

-Rift- 

3 6. -t£- 

-it- 

5 nr—*R|7T 

*ft. ~'4Tn l t7T 3Tm 

trtt, fayr 3 : 

zfr UTR'R faff 134 <TOWFJ 

-T^T- 

3 7. -*#- 


ffFT—nrJTJ^ 

Tf. — TR^7 41777 
— 451411 m. 

f*TR 

«fr 4s4r ttr 

*t- 

is. -srft- 

-wtffa 

4TR—4t. — 

7RT— 

TUTT, friTR 

tfr fa. fafa 

-Tfr- 

3 9. “Tift- 


«T7 + -4t. 414104 
finrn; 

fa uror 

-r$y- 

40 -Rljt- 


TOT—Wfa'll 
fa. —vi^raT 
falTO 'TOTT, 
fa (TO. 

fa tot iwra orw 

—«rjV— 

41 . 


5TR + 4f. —'TPTT TOR 

TOTT—flwr TOTR 

1331, faffR 

fa tort wfa 

—-aofr- 

42. - 1 #™ 


tot— unfa t/ 
fa.--fafajT: 

*sfl TTTOfW.fT? 

-faff- 

43 . -Rtfr- 


m 

c ft. 

1ZHT; Um 
ftirr mi 

-'ft- 

44. 


fa tow fafarr fafa 

-it- 

4 5- ~'ft~ 


TOT+fa.—WJW 

TOTO— 

TCTT, fafaT 
fa finiR TOft 


48. 


HR—TT'-IWvT 
fa. —VttUI, He'll, 

ffafa" 

isft HT*£ fTTer 

-it- 

4 7. -*#- 

-it- 

ttr— iifliwrFj7, TOfPpr 

TITO, fafaT 
fa ^TTTO HTT* 



HR—tni'JT TWt 
*fr.—Tpfrni 

tctt, r« 51 
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— - — . —_ . _ — 

—- 

-~-- ---...- --- 

-- 

A 8 . & 7 JTT faure *OTf *P fif' T9- 

2 1 M—TlMfirT 

MV |.TTTT 

firefire wr4f tt Mtf Mt 

1 9 PI 


ITTIT—T^firn 

qT - - -11 m' 1 V ; ' f 1 4 r JT517 J ’ : 

firm 

M 4 t srfan=r ttM * tfimr 1 

4 0 -47J- 

-4ifV~ 

Mf f^'TT fire 

5T4 , ---TTf*r'Tf 

nrt —Mnrnrwn 
mrr, fim 

-9ST- 

so. -ttTt- 

2 8 0 —TWjV 

MV MV, %. 

ppT—4»TflTHT 

TV . —WT^TT 
fiHT STT4T?, %TC 

— mfv- 

5 1 -^r- 


MV !TW 54. fa?m9T 
qr4+ , rr.~ , ftfWp- 

fir~TT ‘J5TTJ. 

fimre 

-4-MVt- 

5n -*wV- 

28 5 —'wfi'fr 

►4V W'TT 8 

rrnr—nmr * 1 

94.—3TT9T, faPT H84f4 

film 

-*tMV- 

5 5, -T?f- 

- 9 K i - 

►ft 'Prfi ifn 

»tVt 9 —• 1 2 

4THT -f-^Tt . —MVrf 
fiRI fR4T9, firm 

-5r<V- 

S4- -Tfft 1 - 

-w- 

MV rr »4 . 05 , fipiT 

<TT4-- 

MV - -MV’WSlft 

Ftot mm; firm 

-4MV- 

5 5 - 455 T- 


MV Tiren+fifir 
urn--Mirpre 

Mr.—urrmfon 
fim s^rere, firm 


St. -*ofV- 

-*Mv- 

MV MV'^N ffffir? TiTfMi 

TVirfVir 

Wtt rfirert. 
frm 

-m-. 

57 . -*#■- 


MV TT3r%4 fire 
wt*t—M trpra 

MV', —wW^firr 
fw rrerr, firm 

-MtfV- 

58 -4T£t- 

— 

MVttwMV fire 

WW — |9Fjt 

Mr.—mfim 

fj) 9 t trewTir, firm 

- rer- 

5 L >. —^"rfY—■ 

-*rfr- 

MV viwn Mr? 9<fT5 

y -5^15 * 

<fi:—mfiTTT 

FjT'Tt rrere, fim 

-wv~ 

80 -9#r- 

:n 

MVmrr ttt* 



(W: 94 . Ttr.) 

rrnr-- 9 m Mmr ir-it 

Mt-.—iffirjr 

to— firert 




fw ^rer, f%m 
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61. 

finrnr rri fan ti- 

31 u- - Oruf 

rir rstttr Trm 

itt rrf *fr 


fdRfsM ] 99 1 

(w. x. at. ) 

RTR-- '<«RT Cl'Tt 

Tf. VEIT-- fRRT 

fif-TT— RJETT 
fa^TT 

Ttt TrferT >ctt h xpert i 

62 

-Rifr- 

3 1 6—TTriTTr 

sfr rfm rpr 




(*■ sT.) 

tfIR— firdTET fl.-iKlT- 





UTRT — ■WPJRTRr 
fjftrr qsmj;, fajn 



-*3T- 


iff mwft mm 





tfiR — rtwtx 
font ttpj, 


*i4 

-Rfl- 


dt rnrrif rf®T. 

RTR— WRtft 

-ayt- 




qf. '(-‘tett — 





fX'TT TTE^i fam 


65. 

-Rfr- 

'■RTT' 

dr firxq TTR 
ttm—TTrit 

•ft. +TTRT—RtfRpfrrsr 
fV'Tr 'fsrr^. fh^rc 

-Tsft- 


ORDER 

New Delhi, the 8th February, 1993 

O.N. 64.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied 
that each of the contesting candidates specified in column 
(4) of the Table below at the By selection to the Bihar 
Legalaive Assembly, 1991 ai specified in column (2) held 
from the constituency specified in column (3) against his 
name has failed to lodge an account of his election expense* 
us required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 
and the Rules made thereunder aa shown in column (5) of 
the said table; 


TABLE 


SI. Particulars of election 

No. 

Number and Name 
of Constituency 

Name and Address 

Reason for 
disqualification. 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. Bye-election to Bihar 
Legislative Assembly, 1991 

5-Sikta 

Sh. Abdul Mian, 

At + P.O.—D.K. Shikarpur, 
P.S.—Shikarpur, 

Distt.—West Champaran, 

Bihar. 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 

2 . -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Tshu Mian, 

At & P.O.—D.K. Shikarpur, 
P.S.—Shikarpur, 

Distt.—West Champaran, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

3. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Nandan Bhigat, 

At & P.O.—D.K. Shikarpur, 
P.S. —Shikarpur, 

Distt.—West Champaran, 

Bibar. 

-do- 


[*• 76/fjfi£rr-fir»»To/93) 
itcin r a, 
if Tit rrfw 

And whereas, the said candidates have not furnished any 
reason or explanation for the said failure even after due 
notice and the Election Commission is thus satisfied that they 
have no good reason or justification for the said failure; 

Now, therefore, in pursuance of section 10A of the said 
Act, the Election Commission hereby declarer the persons 
specified in column (4) of the Tabic below to be disqualified 
for being chosen as, and for being, a member of either 
House of the Parliament or of the Legislative Assembly of 
a Stale/Union Territory or Legislative Council of a State 
for a period of 3 years from the date of this order :— 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

4. Byc-election to Bihar 

5-Sikta 

Sh. Nurul Hassan, 

Failure to lodge any 

Legislative Assembly, J 

991 

Vill.—- Majharia, 

P.O.- -Bhaluwchia. 

Distt.—West Champaran, 

Bihar. 

account of election 
expenses. 

5. -Jo- 

-do- 

Sh. Balkunwar Ram, 

Vill.— Post—Tadhwanandpur, 
P.S.—Bairiya, 

Distt.—West Champaran, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

6 . -do- 

-do- 

Sk. Rafique Mian, 

At—P.O.—D.K. Shikarpur, 
Distt.—West Champaran, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

7. -do- 

-do- 

Sk. Sheo Prasad Choudhary, 

At & P.O.—-D.Ki. Shikarpur, 

P.S.—Shikarpur, 

Distt.—West Champaran, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

8 . -do- 

-do- 

Sb. Sukhi Mian, 

At Sl P.O.—D.K. Shikarpur, 

Distt.—West Champaran, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

9. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Habibulah, 

Vill.—Sirisia, 

P.S.—Bazar Bclwu, 

P.S.—Sathi, 

Distt.—West Champaran, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

10 . -do- 

49-Patcpuc{SC) 

Sh. Virender Paswan. 

Vill.—Lakhanipur, 

Maodeh, 

Moh. Mardeh Dih, 

Distt, Vaishali, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

11 . -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Raj Kumar Paswan, 

Vill.—Metaya, 

P.O.—Teesiota, 

Distt.—Vaishali, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

12 . -do- 

52-Vaishali 

Sh. Jawahar Singh, 

Vill.—Chak Gulla, Muddio, 

P.O.—Poterna, 

Jai Ram, 

•Distt—Vaishali, 

' Bihar. 

-do- 

13. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Nathuni Mahto, 

Vjll.—Chakmasood, 

Nawada, 

PIO.—Mansoorpur, 

Vaishali, Bihar. 

-do- 
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14, Bye-election to Bihar 

52-Vaishali 

Sh. Mahtaw Ahmed Khan, 

Failure to lodge any 

Legislate e Assembly, 1991 


Vill. & P.O.—Majhauli, 

account of election 



Distt.—Vaishali, 

Bihar, 

evpenses. 

15. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mahabir Rtti, 

Vill.—Siswanni, 

Distt.—Vaishali. 

Bihar. 

-do- 

16. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Dayal Rai, 

Bill.—Belka, 

P.O.—Amritpur, 

Vaishali, Bihar. 

-do- 

17. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rani Shankar Prasad 

Yadav, 

Vill.—Jahangirpur, 

Paterha Sarai 

Vaishali, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

IH. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Baleshwar Rai, 

Vill—Khalsa Ghat. 

P-O.—Bajit Pur, 

Vaishali, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

19. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Satish Kumar, 

Vill.—Nagama, 

P;0., Chakwaja, Nagma. 
Vaishali, Bihar. 

-do- 

20 . -do- 

57-Kurahani 

Sh. Chitranjan Prasad Thakur. 
Vill.—P.O.—Kesrawandih, 
Muzaffarpur, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

21 . -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Nawal Kishore Rai, 
iVIi.—Dharmuhff, 

P.O.—Turki, 

Distt.—Muzaffarpur, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

22 . -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Bachhan Paswan, 

Vill.—P.O.—Shahpur Marichi 
Distt,—Muzaffarpur, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

23. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rajgir Paswan, 

Vill.—Ladaura, 

P.O.— Ladaura Pukari, 

Distt.—M uzaffarpur, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

24. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shambhu Rai, 

Kali Bari Road, 

MaJighat, Muzaffarpur, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

25. -do- 

! 62-Poraiyahat 

Sh. Kapil BhagaE 

Vill.—Bohra, 

-do- 



PlO.—Sarwa, 

Distt. —Oodda, 




Bihar. 
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26. Bye-elcction to Bihar 

Legislative Assembly, 1991. 

162-Poraiyahat 

Sh. Pakas Mahto, 

Vill. & P.O.— 

Deobandha, 

Distt. Godda, 

Bihar. 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses. 

27. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mahendra Yadav, 

Vill. &. P.O.—Passi, 

Distt.—Godda 

Bihar. 

-do- 

28. -do- 

-do- 

Smt. Shashi Kala Devi, 
Vill.&P.O. —God la, 

Distt.—Godda. 

Bihar. 

-do- 

29. -do- 

213-Paliganj 

Deleted 

-do- 

30. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Avdhesh Ku aar Yadav 

Vll. & P.O.—Singhada, 

P.S.—Dulhinhazar, 

Eikram, Patna, Bihar. 

-do- 

31. -do- 

-do- 

Deleted 

-do- 

32. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Uma Shankar Singh, 

Vill. P.O.—Valhori, 

Patna, Bihar. 

-do- 

33. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Jai Prakash, 

Vill,—Bedki Khedvan, 

P.O.—Lalabhdhsara, 

P.S —Vikram, 

Patna, Bihar. 

-do- 

34. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Tej Kumar, 

Vill. & P.O.—Lalabhadsara, 
P.S,—Vikram Patna, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

35. do- 

do- 

Sh. Deena Nath Prasad, Singh, 
Vill. Serkuna 

P.O.—Bharatpura, 

Dulhin Bazar, 

Patna, Bihar. 

-do- 

36. -doi 

-d 0 - 

Sh. Baleshwar Singh, 

Urf. Lai Babu, 

Vill. Tajpur, Bishnupur, 

P.O.—Rampur Veerpur, 

Distt.—Jehanabad, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

37. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Medni Ram, 

Vill. & P.O.—Beni Bigha, 

P.S. Vikram, 

Patna, Bihar. 

-do- 

38. -do- 

-do- 

Md, Moin, 

Vill. & P.O.—Paliganj, 

Bihar. 

-do- 
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39. Bye election to Bihar 
Legislative Assembly, 1991 

213-Paliganj 

Sh. Raj Kumar Yadav, 

Vill.—Bhegjoga, 

P.O.—Achua, 

Distt.—Patna, 

Bihar. 

Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses 

40. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ram Akbal Yadav, 

Vill. & P.O. Bhadsara, 

P.S. Dulhin Bazar, 

Patna, Bihar. 

-do- 

41. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Rainanuj Sharma 

Vill. Bhudharipur 

P.O. Sidhipur 

Paligaij Bihar 

-do- 

42. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ramashish 

Vill.—Bahadur Pur, 

P.O.—Jhunathi, 

Paliganj, Bihar. 

-do- 

43. -do- 

-d~ 

Delete 

-do- 

44. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Lai Bihari Mochi, 

Vill. P.O.—Amcrpura, 

P.S.—Naubatpur 

Patna, Bihar. 

-do- 

45 -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Vijay Sharma, 

Vill.—Balipakar, 

P.O. - Achua, 

Distt.—Patna, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

46. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shambhu Singh. 

Vill. —Akhtiyarpur, 

Paiiganj, Paina, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

47. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sudhama Yadav, 

Vill.—Rampur Nagvva, 

P.O.-- Paliganj, 

Patna, Bihar. 

-do- 

48. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Sunil Kumar, 

Viil.—Rakaiya, 

P.O.—Laiabhadsara, 

Dulhaniya, Bazar, 

Patna, Bihar 

-do- 

49. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Harender Singh, 

Vill.—Raxsiya, 

P.O.—Laiabhadsara, 

Patna, Bihar. 

-do- 

50. -do- 

280~Tundi 

Sh. P.K. Chatterjee, 

Vill — Nagrikala 

Post—Bansjoia 

Distt.—Dhanbad, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

51. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Prabhu Pd. Vishwakarma, 
Vill.—P.O.—Gobindpur, 

Distt.—Dhanbad, 

Bihar. 

-do- 
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52. Bye election to Bihar 
Legislative Assembly, 1991 

285-Jharia 

Md. Aslam, 

Vill.—Bhaga No 4, 

P.O.— Bhaga, 

Distt.—Dhanbad, 

Bihar. 

Failure to lodge any 
account of ea etion . 
expenses 

53. .do- 

-do- 

Sh. Kali Charan Gope, 
Bhora No. 12, 
Vid.-Bhowra, 

P.O. -Bhowra, 

Distt.—Dhanbaa, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

54. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. S.S. Kiya-u-diti, 

Viil.—Digvardih, 

P.O.-—Jorapokha.. 

Distt.—Dhanbaa, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

55. -do 

-do- 

Sb. Dashrath Singh. 

Viil — Boiagarh, 

Post.- Bhagabandh, 

Distt.—Dhanbad, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

56. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Mofiz Sahil, 
ijpparkooli, 

Post—Jharia, 

Distt.—Dhanbad, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

57. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Pajdcv Singh. 

Vili - Boragarh, 

Post.— Bhutgaihva, 

Distt.—Dhanbad, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

58. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Ramji Singh, 

Viil,—Durgapur, 

Post,—Jharia, 

Distt. -Dhanbad, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

59. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Shakildeep Praded, 

Viil.—Durgapur, 

Post —Jharia, Dhanbad, 
Bihai. 

-d.t- 

60. -do- 

310-Sisai (SI) 

Sh. Pandra Oraon, 

Viil. -Samal-Jorgo Toli, 

P.O.—Scgra, 

P.S. —Sisai, 

Distt. —Gumla, 

Bihar. 

-do- 

61. -do- 

-do- 

Sh. Bedhnath Oraon, 

Vill.—Rerwa Kuchaitoli, 

P.O —Murgu, 

P.S.—Sisai. 

Distt.—Gumla, 

-do- 



Bihar. 
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Sh. Ganga Ram, 
Vill.—Diridag, 
P.O.—Ichak 
P.S.—Balumath, 
Distt — Palamau, 
Bihar. 


Failure to lodge any 
account of election 
expenses 


12 3 

62. Bye election to Bihar 316-Latehar 

Legislative Assembly, 1991 


63. -do- -do- 


64. -do- -do- 


65. -do- -do 


23 forfl, 1393 

utr.fl. 65 ■—17-TPT3T Tnufm ProfarR f -rw 
«nt 4? fmr i9»i *r ffv rrrarror ti Mtarar stir 

aw *nc«nrf TriPr n*rf, <hrm irfan fan ndt nwroni 
trajr (iur jt*w) dW irPrftflw *rfKrfr«m, i ysx tU am 
i om % wdpr, tm *rtdfriR ark rrpj up ppntf ym 
gprftm 4M fnwf^r *t vit »ff irwsptvR 

npr tc wmi PnWr <rmt>t 4 nrfw i wjtt i 992 * 

<n4f 4. 76/R.Jf.-dl.<r./92(3) ym Pnfim f*raT «tt; 

m\r, rrtt «ft » 3 #=t <nrt 4 ; Rto nftrPrftptr srfafarnT, 19S1 
*6 mrr iw % wtfbt ft-rfifR ynyr sn 4 nr ^1 ndtwr 

frep % fan frntWtr wflfar it tir rry Rffr* jq trip waff 
ply 4> fa ^ft*r 20 *nfa 1992 vr fam farfaR wfifard 
i.m 9 , * pft 3ipr emfi fqaWR *q</l 5R hvt aifaR fart 
*T; 

aftr, >nfJm tt rt4 srtr >rnm % xnft 

Rem aft tom *r t* 4 % RJfTff m* ufttfafary wfwfnrw, 1 e s 1 
•ft srm 11 ym spur nfaffat fa spfm arpt jp fa*!** *rr*fr«T 
Jr trrdw i2Prwft, 1993 * sm «TOryro 3 »w cfafarR pit 
«rra iopr pr *pffa nrftw 7 1992 pit ! *nft fan op 

ermH ^ from im sft tp»Pi *mt tt wf rrf fa^nr prr m^ta’ 
12 prerfr 1993 ^ im faff $; 

wr: wr rw «ft TfftRr wttfw nm *rmr * Traprcr.afh: 

rrwr srypt 4f Ttafat tr ppt wrftm widw % ?rrfaf 7 

1992 4 ? tjfattf. 7 */*.».-*ff.w./92(3) ^Riffa 12 irprt 

1993 VT PrP»rPW Pvt?t fir 5PT irrftpr t ycr fw wr WRPTI 
wrt*rr 1 

r ~ r.xt.-p 6 .pt./17/92/3017] 

wi^sr h-, 

srfnwnr aftyr, ?rPw 


Sh. Dhanukdhari Ganjhu, -do- 

Vill.—Balumath, 

Distt.— Palamau, 

Bihar. 

Sh. Ram Deo Ganjhu, -do- 

Vill.—Chatro, 

P.O. +P.S.—Chandwa, 

Distt.—Palamau, 

Bihar. 

Sh. Bijay Ram, -do- 

Vill,—Dali, 

P.O. +P.S.—Mohammadganj, 

Bihar. 

|Noi 76. BR-LA, 93J 
By order, 

ARCHNA ARORA, Secy. 

New Delhi, the 23rd February, 1993 

O.N. 65.—Whereas, &hri Rajcndi'a Sharma of- Punjab 
Oil Mill Gali, Ramsaaarpara, Raipur (Madhya Pradesh), a 
contesting candidate for the General Election to Lot Sabba 
from 17-Raipur Parliamentary Constituency held in June, 

1991, was disqualified by the Election Commission of India 
vide its Order No. 76/MP-HP/92(3) dated 7th October, 

1992, under section I0A of the Representation of the People 
Act, 1951, for failure to lodge any account of election ex¬ 
penses as required by the said Act and Rules made Ihere- 
under; 

And whereas, Ihe Shri Rajendra Sharma had submitted 
a petition before Ihe Eleciion Commission of India for re¬ 
viewing the order dhiqualifiing him, under Section 10A of 
the Representation Df the People Act, 1951. stating that be 
had already lodged his account with the District Election 
Officer, Raipur on 20th April, 1992; 

And whereas, after considering the petition and taking 
into account all material facts of the case the Election Com¬ 
mission in exercise of the powers conferred by Section 11 
of the Representation of the People Act, 1951 has vide its 
Order dated 12th February, 1993, removed Ihe disqualifica¬ 
tion of Shri Rajendra Sharma, imposed upon him by the 
Commission's order dated 7th October, 1992 under Section 
IOA of the tsaid Act, with effect from 12th February, 1993; 

Now, therefore, the name of the said Shri Rajendra 
Sharma shall be deemed to have been omitled from the 
Commission’s Order No. 76/MP-HP/92(3) dated 7lh Octo¬ 
ber, 1992, as published in the Gazette of India and the 
Madhya Pradesh Government Gazette on and from 12th, 
February, 1993. 

[No. MP-HP/17/92/30171 
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one mentions that he was set up by Janata Dal and the other 
mentions that he was set up by jRnata Dal. In all these nomi¬ 
nation papers he asked for the symbol Haldhar within wheel. 
The Returning Officer however did not allot him the symbol 
which he asked for and he had, therefore, to take another 
symbol i e. Shield with Swords and on that symbol as an 
independent candidate he contested the election and lost. 
It is his case that non-allotment of the symbol to which he 
was entitled i.e. Haldhar within Wheel, which is reserved 
symbol for the Janata Party, has materially affected the re¬ 
sults of the election. 


New Delhi, the 26th February, 1993 

O.N. 66.—In pursuance of Section 106 of the Repre¬ 
sentation of the People Act, 1951 (43 of 1951), the Flec¬ 
tion Commission of India hereby publishes the Judgment 
dated IOth February, 1992 of the High Court of Judicature 
at Bombay in Election Petition No. 3 of 1991, calling in 
question the election of Shri Prakash B'Jpu Vasautrao Patil 
to the House of the People from 46-Sangli Parliamentary 
Constituency. 

[No. 82/MT-HP/3/91 (Bombay)|93] 
By older, 

BALWANT SINGH, Secy. 


3. The respondent, successful candidate, filed his written 
statement denying the allegations made by the petitioner and 
raised several other contentions. Issues came to be framed 
anj they arc set out below together with my findings : 

1. Whether the petition is liable to be dis¬ 
missed for non-joinder of necessary 

parties or proper parties 7 Mo 

2. Whether the petition Is barred by Iftw 

of limitation 7 No 

3. Doc s the petitioner proved that he was 

validly nominated by the Janata Party to 
which ‘Haidar within Wheel’ symbol was 
allotted in the 46th Sangli Parliamen¬ 
tary Constituency 7 No 


IN THF. HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY 
ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION 

Election Petition No. 3 of 1991 

Shirish Ramkrishna Puntambekar, 
of Kavalapur, Indian Inhabitant, 
residing at 150-A Ramkrishna Kripa, 

Main Road, Kavalapur, 

Taluka Miraj, Dist. Sangli. 

Maharashtra, ...Petitions. 

Vs. 

Prakash Bapu Vasantrao Patil 

of Sangli, Indian Inhabitant, 

residing at House No, 161 f 

at & post Padmale, Tal. Miraj District Sangli, 

Maharashtra. ...Respondent. 

Shri Anand Grover—for the petitioner. 


4. Does the petitioner further prove that he 

was entitled to that symbol No 

5. Whether the petitioner proves that he 

was wrongly denied the symbol 7 No 

6. Does the petitioner further prove that the 
result of the 46th Sangli Parliamentary 
Constituency has been materially affected 
on account of wrongful refusal to allot 


that symbol to him ? No 

7. Is the petitioner estopped by his conduct 
from challenging the allotment of the 

said symbol ? Yes 

8. Whether the petitioner has no cause of 

action ? No 

9. Whether the petitioner is entitled to any 

relief 7 If so, what order 7 As pet 


Shri V. C. Kotwul with Shri S. G. Sura’na—for respon¬ 
dent. 

Coram : It. G. Sindhakar, J. 

Dated ? 10th February, 1992 

JUDGMENT 

The unsuccessful candidate has filed this petition against 
the respondent who has been declared elected from the 46th 
Sangli Parliamentary Constituency, the results of which were 
declared on 12th of June 1991. The challenge is under Sec¬ 
tion lOOtlj(iv) of the Representation of Peoples Act, 1951, 
hereinafter referred to as the said Act. According to the peti¬ 
tioner the returning officer has violated the provisions of the 
said Act, Rules and Orders pertaining to the election. He fur¬ 
ther states that as a result of the said violation, results of the 
election have been materially affected anti have to be set- 
aside, 

2. The notification was issued on 19th of April, 1991 by 
the returning officer of the Sangli Parliamentary Constituency 
and he notified the date of election to the house of people 
in that constituency. Nomination papers were to be submitted 
not later than 26th April, 1991, As a result of death of 
Prime Minister Rajiv Gandhi actual date' of election which 
was scheduled to be held on 23rd May, 1991 was postponed 
to 12th June, 1991 bv another notification dated 22nd May, 
1991. It is not necessary to refer to them in greater derails. 
Suffice it to say that the petitioner submitted in all four 
nomination papers on or before the due date. Two of them 
mentioned that be was set itp by Samajwadi Janata Party,* 


Order. 

4. So far the first issue is concerned, it was contended 

that for non-joinder of necessary' party i.e. the Returning 
Officer, petition is liable to be dismissed. I do not find any 
merit whatsoever in this contention. It is only the successful 
parly whose election is challenged who has to be joined 
as party to the proceedings under section 82 of the said 
Act. He has been joined. No allegations of impropriety have 
been made against the Returning Officer. All that has been 
alleged is violation of the provisions of law. In such cir¬ 
cumstances it is not necessary to join the Returning Officer 
and in support of this th^^jJ^Counscl for the petitioner 
has relied upon the d^^^^Hr?ngul Kishore Patnaik vs. 
Ratnakar Mohanly 2130. The second decision 

relied upon on this pointl^^^^v. Kosalram vs. Dr. Santho- 
sham and Ors. AIR 1967 'S[HR 116. There the contention 
was that the petition was tmaWr nonjoinder of the Return¬ 
ing Officer and the same was not accepted. It was held that the 
Act does not say that the Returning Officer is either a neces¬ 
sary party or a proper party in an appropriate case. When¬ 
ever there are allegations of bad faith, misconduct and im¬ 
propriety and not merely illegality made against the Returning 
Officer in an election petition, the Returning Officer is a pro¬ 
per party, though not a necessary party. In proper cases, the 
Returning Officer may be a proper party to the election peti¬ 
tion. even though section 82 of the Act does not make him 
a necessary party”. Finding therefore on issue No. 1 is accord- 
in,uly recorded. 

5. So far as the bur of limitaiion is concerned I find that 
theie is no merit in thai contention. The learned counsel 
appearing for the respondent also die not stress that point 
and addressed any arguments in that behalf. The results of 
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the election vrere declared on 16th June, 1991 and the petition 
hii S been filed on 30th July, 1991. Therefore it has been filed 
within 45 days i.c. within the period of limitation. 


6. The real controversy between the parties is about the 
allotment of the symbol. The petitioner's contention is that 
though he was a candidate validly nominated by the Janata 
Party to which the Haidar within wheel symbol was allotted, 
he was not given that symbol and made to fight his election 
on a different symbol that was allotted to him, The gazette 
notification published in the Maharashtra Government Gazette 
dated 19th April, 1991 shows the symbols reserved in column 
No. 2 and names of the National Parties are mentioned in 
column No. 1 of Table I. For Janata Party the symbol 
‘Haldhar within Wheel' (Chakra Haldhar) is shown to have 
been reserved. Petitioner's case therefore is that since he was 
validly nominated candidate of the Janata Party he should 
Have been given that symbol and the point that therefore 
arose is whether he was a candidate set up by the Janata 
Party. 

7. Clause 13 of the Election Symbols (Reservation and 
Allotment) Order, 1968, hereinafter referred to as the Symbol 
Allotment Order, reads thus : 

“13. When a candidate shall be deemed to be set up by a 
political party : 

For the purposes of this order a candidate shall be deem¬ 
ed to be set up by a political party if, and only if : 

(a) the candidate has made a declaration to that effect 
in his nomination paper; 

(b) a notice in writing to that effect has, not later 
than 3 p.m. on the last day of withdrawal of 
candidatures, been delivered to thei returning 
officer of the constituency, ami 

(c) the said notice is signed by the president, the 
secretary or any other office-bearer of the party 
and (he president, secretary, or such other office¬ 
bearer is authorised by the patty to send such 
notice and the name and specimen signature of 
the president, the secretary or such other office¬ 
bearer are communicated in advance to the re¬ 
turning office of the constituency and to l* 16 Chief 
Electoral Officer of the State.’’ 


It Is clear from clause 13 referred to above that a candi¬ 
date shall be deemed to be set up by a political party tf and 
only if he fulfils l£c conditions of the said clause. The 
petitioner relies upon two forms Exhibits G and H and a 
letter Exh. J in support of this. On the same day on which 
the Gazette Notification was published on 19th April, 1991 
to which I have made a reference above and which is matked 
as Exhibit 1, the President of the Janata Party wrote a letter 
to the Chief Electoral OffiMgrt^htrushtra, Bombay and sent 
to him Form A signed Prakash Chaulala who 

was authorised by his m the notice under Para¬ 

graph 13 of the Election* S^^^H^eservation and Allotment) 
Order, 1968 for the pUrflBB ensuing elections to the 
House of People and StaWnwgisl.tlive Assemblies, except 
for the State of Bihar and Uttar Pradesh. A request wa* 
also made to transmit the same to the respective Returning 
Officers of the State. Accompanying this letter is a Form A 
and it bears the specimen signature of Om Pi abash Chautala 
as authorised person, In Form H, Shri Om Prakash Chaulala 
informs the. Returning Officer for 46th Sangli Parliamentary 
Constituency the name of the petitioner and he sends the 
same alongwith a letter which is marked Exh. G. The Form 
H mentions the name of the present petitioner as the name 
of the approved candidate for the 46th Assembly 'Consti¬ 
tuency. This purports to have been signed by Om Prakash 
Chautala. The point that arises for consideration is whether 
this was in compliance with the provisions of clause (b) of 
section 13 of the Symbol Allotment Order. 

I* 


8. The contention raised on behalf of the respondent is 
that as per the provisions of clause (b) of section 13 
a notice in writing to that effect has to reach not 
later than 3 p.m. on the last day of withdrawal of candida¬ 
tures. There is no signature of receipt on either Exhibit G 
or Exhibit H. Therefore a receipt hgs been produced at 
Exh. 4 to show that it was so delivered. Ail that it men¬ 
tions is that it was received on 29lh April, 1991 by Aval 
Karkun to Returning Officer. No time for the receipt of 
this is mentioned. It also docs not bear the stamp of the 
Returning Officer or Aval Karkun to the Reluming Officer. 
Therefore submission was that the documentary evidence by 
itself does not show that it was delivered in the office of 
the Returning Officer before 3 p.m. on 29th April 1991. It 
is not necessary to stale that that was the last date fixed 
for withdrawal of nomination papers. Therefore, one has 
to fall back upon other evidence to see whether this was 
delivered before 3 p.m. on 29-4-1991, The petitioner admits 
that it is his agent who delivered this in the office of the 
Returning Officer. In paragraph 3 of his deposition he states 
ns under : 


“On 29th April, 1991 I gave the party’s authorisation 
in Forms A and B." 

In the course of cross-examination he admits that on 29th 
April, 1991 he had gone to the office of the Returning Officer 
after 3 p.m, In the course of his evidence he found it diffi¬ 
cult to then substantiate his contention that he had delivered 
it before 3 p.m. on the same day. Therefore in paragraph 
19 of his evidence he makes out a case that : 


“It was on 29th April, 1991 that I lodged Forms A and 
B with the Returning Officer. 1 do not admit that 
the Forms A and B was lodged after 3 p.m. on 
29-4-1991. My election agent R. S. Pol has lodged 
it.” 


R. S. Pol has not been examined in support of his contention. 
The petitioner has in the course of his petition which hi 
filed mentioned in para 9 to this effect which reads thus : 

“The petitioner submits that the allotment of symbol 
is due on the basis of Forms A and B under para 13 
of Election Symbols (Reservation and Allotment) 
Order, 1968. The petitioner states that the nomina¬ 
tion form was accompanied by the authorisation 
in Forms A and B duly signed by the Sccrctarj 
General of the Janata Party Shri Om Prakash 
Chautala, Therefore he was entitled to the said 
Symbol ‘Haldhar within Wheel’." 

Therefore he came out with a case at the lime of filing 
of the petition that Forms A and B were submitted alongwith 
the nomination papers. At the time of his examintion-in- 
chief he came out with a case that he had lodged the Forms 
A and B with the Returning Officer. At the time of ctoss- 
examination he had to concede that he did not do it but 
his election agent Shri Pol did it. He failed to examine 
Shri Pol in support. The document produced as teceipl 
docs not bear time at which it was produced nor does it 
bear necessary stamp of the Returning Officer. It has to be 
noted that the petitioner examined one Shri Bhokarc from 
the office of the Returning Officer. He is of the rank of 
Aval Karkun. He was shown this Exhibit G which is Form 
A. He says that at the lop there is a reference to para 13(c) 
of the Election Symbol Reservation and Allotment Order, 
1968. According to him it was received in their office but 
that he will not be able to tell when it was received in 
there office. There is no stamp and, therefore, he cannot 
say the time and date when it was received. Lastly he'nays 
that because it was in His file be says thnr it was received 
in their office. Therefore he is also not able to say that 
it was received on 29-4-1991 and that too before 3 p.m., the 
time by which it ought to have been received by the Return¬ 
ing Officer under clause (b) of section 13 of the Symbol 
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Allotment Order. In the circumstances I find that clause 
lb) of section J 3 ot the Symbol Alloiment Order is not 
complied with. 

9. Coming to clause (a) of section 13 of the said Symbol 
Allotment Order, it has to be noted that the petitioner had 
submitted in all four nomination forms C.D.E.F. It is per¬ 
missible for a candidate to submit more than one form but 
not exceeding four in number. What was done by the peti¬ 
tioner is rather peculiar. He submitted form C stating I herein 
that he has been set up as a Candidate by ‘Janata Dal’ though 
he claimed same symbol Haldhar within wheel as his choice. 
Form D states that he was set up by ‘Samajwadi Janata 
Party’ and asked for the same symbol Haldhar within Wheel, 

In the third form E he mentioned that he was set up by 
'Janata’ and asked for the same symbol. The last form F 
is submitted mentioning that ho was set -up by ‘Samajwadi 
Janata’ and asked for same symbol Haldhar within Wheel, 
it is already seen that the Gazette Notification dated 19-4-91 
mentions 4 different parlies i.e. Janata Dal, Janaia Parly, 
I.ok Dal and lastly Janata Dal (Samajwadi). Four different 
symbols were reserved for these four parties. Therefore for 
Janata Dal he could not have asked for the symbol Haldhar 
within Wheel, for Janata Dal (Samaivvadi) he could not have 
asked for the said symbol. Il Lx only for Janata Party he 
could have asked for that symbol i.e. Hnldhan w'ithin Wheel 
as it was reserved for that party. By filing four nomination 
papers two of them on the ground that he was set up by 
Samajwadi Janata Dal and one of them that he was set 
up hy Janata Dal and fourth that he was set up by Janata. 
He has created enough confusion for himself apart from 
that which must have been caused to the Returning Oflicei. 
The petitioner himself does not appear to be sure as to by 
which party he was set up as a candidate. Now the argument 
advnnced on behalf of the petitioner is that he has in one 
form i.e. Exhibit E slated that lie has been set tip by Janata 
Party. As already pointed out that what is stated there was 
that he has been set up by ‘Janata 1 , The word ‘party’ is 
clearly missing. The learned counsel fot the petitioner stated 
that the word ‘Janata’ is followed by printed word pakshone’. 
He therefore, submits that it was not necessary to mention 
that word ‘party’ over again het'ore the word ‘Pakshmie’. 
It is (rue th;* the translation erf the word ‘pakashane’ could 
he ‘party’ but it is difficult to insert that word ‘party’ there 
after the word ‘Janata’ ns urged on behalf of the petitioner. 

I have already stated that the Gazette Notification clearly 
shows that the name of the party to which Haldhar within 
Wheel is allotted is Janata Party and not only Janata. Besides 
this there is another party known as Janata Dal and that 
is a recognised National Party and for which another symbol 
has been reserved, Therefore one does not know whether the 
petitioner wants to add the word ‘DnV there or ‘party’ 
after the word ‘Janata’, In view of the fact that he has 
also chosen to state in one more form that he has been 
set up by Janata Dal. this possibility of the intending to 
write the word Dal there after Janata cannot be ruled out. 
He does not give any explanation for that in the evidence. 
Besides. this as already stated earlier, he Jras al.-o stated in 
two other application that be has been set up bv Samaj¬ 
wadi Janata. Therefore it is not possible for the Returning 
Officer to deduce there from that he war? set up by Janata 
Party and therefore entitled to the symbol Haldhar within 
Wheel, reserved for that party. Therefore in mv opinion 
clause (a) of section 13 of the Symbol Alloiment Order is 
also not complied with. 


10, The learned counsel appearing for the icspondent also 
referred to rule 5 of the Conduct of Election Rules, 19fi1. 
He submits that under silh-clause (2) oF nils- 5, where at 
nnv such election, more nomination papers than one are 
delivered hv or on behalf of a candiadte. the declaration ns 
to symbols made in the nomination papers first delivered, 
and no other declaration as to symhols. shall he taken into 
consideration under rule 10 even if that nomination paper 
has been rejected. He submits therefore the first nomination 
paper mentioned Janata Dal and therefore he was not en» 
titled to the symbol not reserved for Janata Dal. I am 
unable to accept this line of argument. This relates to sym¬ 


bol and the symbol that was asked for was Haldhar within 
Wheel, in all four nomination papers including the first- 
Therefore the argument advanced is not plausible. Be that 
as it may be as I pointed out that there in no material on 
record to show that there was mention in his nomination 
papers that he was set up by Janata Party and therefore 
entitled to the symbol is not correct. It is not necessary to 
state that the candidate is not set up by a National Poli¬ 
tical Party for which the symbol is reserved and is no en-, 
titled to that symbol, if not set up by that ptuiy. 

11 Petitioner then states that he insisted upon the allot¬ 
ment of that symbol at the time ot allotment of symbols 
and made an application to that effect which is at Exhibit 
K. That makes matter more confusing. He ‘stales that he 
submitted nomination papers on 25-4-1991 and they are 
four in number. He further states that “Our party is new 
and therefore he filed two nomination papers for Samajwadi 
Janata. He then slater that two nomination papers have 
been filed for Janata. He then went on stating that he lias 
received A. B. forms through Janata Paksh and they have 
been produced in time and they have been after scrutiny ac¬ 
cepted and therefore he should he given the symbol men¬ 
tioned in forms A. and B, In fact in the forms Exh. A and 
B there is nomention about the symbol. It only mentions 
the name of the authorised person in form G and the name 
of the candidate set up. Apart from that I find that the 
petitioner has not succeeded in establishing that he mention¬ 
ed in his nomination forms that he was u candidate set up 
by Junata Party which was a recognised National Parly and 
to which the symbol ■ Haldhar within Wheel was allotted, 

12. It was urged on behalf of the petitioner that when 
such words came to be mentioned by candidate in other 
constituency, same was accepted by the Returning Officer. I 
do not think that it has much relevance for 1 he purpose of 
determining the issue in this petition. The petitioner in 
form K as an agenda mentioned that in case he was not 
able to get symbol Haldhar within wheel, then he may be 
given the symbol of shield and swords, That was allotted 
to him and this was communicated to him immediately there¬ 
after. Therefore it appears that he also in the alternative 
asked for other symbol and that was given to him. 

13. Under clause 3 of section 8 of the Allotment of Sym¬ 
bol Order, a reserved symbol shall not be chosen by, or 
allotted to, any candidate in any constituency other than a 
candidate set up by a National Party for whom such symbol 
has been reserved or a candidate set up by a State Party 
for whom such symbol has been reserved in the State in 
which ii is a State Party even if no candidate has been set 
"n hv such National or State Party in that constituency. 
Therefore considering from that point of view also the peti¬ 
tioner was not entitled to that symbol Haldhar within Wheel, 
reserved for the Janata Party a National Party, and could 
not have been given to him. Realising this he asked for an¬ 
other alternative symbol and which was given to him. He 
contested election on that symbol, as an independent candi¬ 
date. He made no grievance about non-allotment of the 
‘‘“"hoi to which he entitled. He neither informed his party 
lenders who had set himup nor did ,he complain to the Flec¬ 
tion Commissioner about it. This conduct on the part Of the 
petitioner in mv opinion clearly goes to show that he wgs 
aware of the fact that he was not entitled to (hat symbol. 
Haldhar within Wheel. Tn my opinion he could be said to 
have been estopped from now contending that he was 
entitled to that symbol and should have been given. T=sue 
no. 7 is therefore accordingly answered. 

14. The challenge hy the petitioner is under section 100(<f) 
Civ) of the said Act. Section 100 enumerates the grounds 
for declaring the election to be void. Clause (d) which Is 
one of the grounds Mates that : 

“fd) that the result of the election in so far as it con¬ 
cerns a returned candidate, has been materially 
affected : 

(i) 
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lii) . 

(ii>) . 

(iv) by any non-compliance with the provisions of the 
Constitution or of this Act or of ally rules or 
orders made under this Act”. 

Therefore the petitioner wants to contend that there has 
been non-compliance or violation of the provisions of the 
Act, or Rules or Orders made under the Act. 

Id. The learned counsel for Ihe petitioner relied upon 
a decision of the Supreme Court in AIR 14K2 SC 1559—- 
Roop Lai Sathi vs. Nachhattar Singh. In that case it was 

held that : 


show that such number ot 

of the petitioner, simplv because of ih. I * m u * 

r** “ «■“•**« is, tfvSrsjj 

the successful candidate unsuccessful The petitioner 
besides making bare statement, had not prodSctd^v 
other satisfactory evidence in support of^uch a D ro 
posuton Therefore it cannot be‘said that the result 
ot the election, in so far as it concerned the returned 

Mibd'tdeVTof n, a | tei tn ly aireC ' ed ,he v 'olation of 

the eleriioa f tu C °- per se W|JI m " invalidate 
t/te election. The election petitioner has also to 

prove that the result of the election, in so far as h 
concerns the returned candidate, was materially affeg- 


“The Symbols order made by the Election Commission 
in exercise of the power under Art. 324 of the 
Constitution of India read with Rr. 5 and 10 of the 
Conduct of Elections Rules and ah other powers 
enabling it In that behalf, are in the nature of 
general directions issued by the Election Commis¬ 
sion to regulate' the mode of allotment of symbols 
to (he contesting candidates It is a matter of 
common knowledge that elections in our country 
are fought on the basis of symbols. It must but 
logically follow as a necessary corollary that the 
Symbols order is an order made under the Act. 
Therefore any breach of para 13 or 18 of the 
Symbols Orders amounts to non-compliance with 
the provisions of the Constitution, or thr. Act. or 
any orders made under the Act and therefore the 
Change of allotment of symbols by the Returning 
Officer in compliance with the directions of the 
Election Commission was a matter which fell within 
th« purview of S.lOOil)(d)(ivl of the Act.” 

It is true that if the petitioner had succeeded in establishing 
that he was entitled to that symbol Haldhar within Wheel 
and that he was wrongly denied that, then non-compliance 
could have been held and it would have come within the mis¬ 
chief of section 100(d)(iv) of the Act. However, as I have 
not accepted the petitioner’s case on the point, in my opinion 
there is no non-compliance with the provisions of the Symbols 
Orders or Election Rules or any of the provisions of the Act, 
much less Constitution of India. 

16, Even if non-compliance was held established the point 
is whether the petitioner would have succeeded in getting the 
relief which he has asked for. In this connection words in the 
clause (d) of section 100 of the Act have to be noted and it 
states that “that the result of the election, in so far as it con¬ 
cerns a returned candidate, has be en materially affected (un¬ 
derlining is mine) by any non-compliance with the provisions 
of the Constitution or of this Act or of any rules or Orders 
made under this Act”. Unless this latter aspect is established 
the petitioner could not have succeeded. In this connection 
the learned counsel for the respondent relied upon a decision 
in the case of Smt. Lata Devi (Mali) vs. Haru Rajwar AIR 
1990 S.C. 19. After referring to several earlier judgments in 
the field, the Supreme Court observed as under : 

"The parly who wishes to get an election declared void 
has to establish by satisfactory evidence that the 
result of the poll had in fact been materially affected 
by the violation of R, 10(5) of the Rules. For doing 
this, it has to be demonstrated that the votes would 
have been diferted in such a way that (he returned 
candidate would have been unsuccessful. In the 
Instant case there^ was no evidence to demonstrate 
the returned candidate having derived any benefit 
from the change of symbol of the election petitioner 
Contesting candidate to whom the ‘bow and arrow’ 
symbol was later allotted, was not the successful 
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any provisions of rhe Act, Rules and/or Orders ThCi ,a flnk° f 
on issue no. 6 vs accordingly recorded. ' " “ 
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